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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
othzy cable providers. The FCC's “integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
zet-top boxes, remalns good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
rompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation

and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers!
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

by adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules"™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the impeortance of allowing
congumers te make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the inteqration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting neon-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Mr. Christopher Burke

2B%0 W 235th St Apt 4
Torrance, CA 90505-4152
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Az a consumer interested in protecting competiticn, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you Lo refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to inteqrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy todavy.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary sel-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

53y adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of alleowing
consumers to make certalin uses of TV content, regardless cf a

ticular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. David Gruzewski

4455 N Hermitage Ave Unit B
Chicago, TL 60640-3019
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T am =sickened by the underhanded attempts of the digital provider

Industry to circumvent consumer safequards and exercise unreascnable
control over the consumer.

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
Zegitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 7€.1204{a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
vther cable providers. The FCC's "“integration ban,™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
zef~top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged theic feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top bkoxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers!
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adcpting content protection limits {"encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integraticon ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the lzast restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
Larm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competitiaon.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Willie Strickland

172 Brazos Point Dy
Waco, TX TeT05=-5212




BULECt ril COPY GRUGINAL

Lot 27, 2006 Ofﬁee O}Um a&m‘s‘c
. M@&Wm: m&m
FCC Publlc Comments y N

445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you To refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
cther cazle providers. The FCC's Yintegration ban,” which in

2ffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-~top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten vears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cabkle
Tompanies have dragged thelr feet long encugh on competitive
ilternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
sid harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers!
abiiity Lo make legitimare use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket neo. 97-80, the Commissicon recognized the importance of allowing
consunmers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
farm consumers by linliting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Flease refuse requests f-5r wailvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Timothy Drake

1473 Water St
Faton Rapids, ML 48827-1866
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
>ther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top hoxzes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enocugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will alsc help

market competltlon prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers!
ability toc make legitimate use of recorded content,

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
Tonsumers to make certaln uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, ccnsumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cakble providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
conpetition.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Mr. Mark Downey

12958 Centre Park Cir Apt 427
Herndon, VA 20171-5526
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban, ™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™} in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) {1).
Sincerely,
Mr. jered noonan

2560 Chaney Rd
Dubugue, IA 52001-1609
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of caple TV content, T urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) Iy NCTR, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's “integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs inte their own
sef-top boxzes, remains geod policy today.

Now ten vears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

8y adopting content protection limits {"encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make cerftain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
“he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
cenpetition.

m

lease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) {1}).
Sincerely,
Mr. Frank Turcacz

5¢i5 Portage St

Yorba Linda, CA 92887-3743
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A% & consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legltinate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CER 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
nther cable providers. The FCC's “"integration ban,"™ which in

zifect reguires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs inte their own
Set-Top boxes, renmains good policy today.

New ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
cxrpanies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inneovation
and harning consumers. The "integration ban" will alsc help

market competition prevent further restrietions on cable subscribers’
akllity to make legitimate ise of recorded content.

By adepting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or zopyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
narm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse If cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competrition,

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) .

Sincerely,

Todd Savoie
4%27 Hartman Cir
Ancnorage, AK 98507-1439
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,™ which in

zffect reguires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten vyears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh con competitive
alrernatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovaticn
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will alsoc help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protecticon limits ("encoding rules") in

docoket no. 97-80, the Commission recognlized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes., With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting nen-infringing uses, and such restrictlions

w1.1 get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse reguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sircerely,
Mr. Robert Brewer

801 S King St Apt 3708
Hornolulu, HI 96813-3035
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Az @ consumer interested in protecting competition, innovaticn, and
Legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration kan," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
sef~top boxes, remains good policy today.

s
o
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Now ten years aifter the Telecommunications Act of 1896, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set—-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "lntegration ban" will alsc help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability Lo make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protectieon limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will ge= even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).
Sircerely,
Mr. Robert Brewer

801 8 King St Apt 3708
Honolulu, HI 96813-3035
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge you to refuse regquests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs inte their own
set-top boxes, remalns good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set—-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban"™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers?
abllity to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no., 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain useg of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available., The CableCARD standard already prescribes restricgtions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
conmpetition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Jeffrey Dubinsky

16944 Apache Dr
Greenwell Springs, LA 70733-6201
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A5 a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's “integration bhan," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-Lop bozes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enocugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions cn cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition,

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR Te.1204 (a) {1y .
Sincerely,
Mr. Jchn Thiers

6175 Corning Rd
Cocoa, FL 32527-8862
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AS a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,"™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intc their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy teday.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enocugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "inteqration ban® will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
apility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (“encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers Lo make certalin uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting neon-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers’ set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Randy Wieck

PC Box 1182
Saint Francis, KS 67756-1192
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As a consumer interested In protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intec their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competiticn prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers!
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content,

By adepting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Pleage refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) {1).
Sincerely,
Justin Grevich

7159 Shoreline Dr Unit 3311
San Diego, CA 92122-4915
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you te refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (s){1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,™ which in

effect requlires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intc their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunicaticns Act of 199%6, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules"™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance cof allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
pvarticular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restricticns that
harm consumers by limiting nen-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cabkle providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse reqguests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a} (1}.

Please stop giving our couuntry away to corporations.. Time is
overdue for STANDARDIZATION on cable TV STB's. These companies should
be fined for not complying with requirements.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jacok Ballard

720 Flat Creek Dr
Charlotte, NC 28277-4603
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